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Detailed Action 

Claims 1-45 are pending in this application. Claims 1-45 have been amended. 
This is a response to the Amendment/Remarks filed on 9/14/05. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent Number 6,594,692issued to Reisman in view of U.S. Patent Number 
6,587,873 issued to Nobakht et al. (Nobakht) in further view of admitted prior art. 

As per claims 1,22, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system 
comprising: a system database for storing a plurality of media files (Abstract, Figure 1); 
a user input device for selecting selected media files from the plurality of media files in 
said database to be outputted (Abstract, Figure 1 , column 20 lines 57-65, column 21 
lines 19-24); an output device for outputting the selected media files; an external data 
interface for receiving media file for storage in the system database (Abstract, Figures 
1, 7, 12, column 10 lines 52-67), and a media content delivery system controller 
responsive to selection by said user input device of at least one of the selected media 
files stored in said database, to apply the at least one selected media file to said output 
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device for outputting (Abstract, Figures 1 & 12, column 20 lines 57-65, column 21 lines 
19-24) 

Reisman did not expressly teach an integrated circuit card interface adapted to 
hold an integrated circuit card having encoded thereon criteria for accepting the 
received media files for storage in said database; and in responsive to receipt by said 
external data interface of media files, to compare each of the received media files 
received from the external data interface with the criteria from the integrated circuit card, 
and the controller control is further adapted to store in said system database the 
received media files received by said external data interface which meet criteria on an 
integrated circuit card held in said integrated circuit card interface; and wherein the 
plurality of media files stored by the system database are not stored in the integrated . 
circuit card. 

Reisman suggested exploration of art and/or provided a reason to modify the 
delivery system with, other storage devices such as the integrated circuit (IC) card to 
enable flexible and appropriate online service charging mechanism for online media 
products (column 2 lines 39-48, column 10 lines 52-67, column 29 line 62-67, column 
62 lines 29-32). 

Nobakht disclosed a system for selectively updating the terminal database 
[channel table database] having an integrated circuit card interface adapted to hold an 
integrated circuit card [smart card] having encoded thereon criteria for accepting the 
received media files for storage in said database (Figures 2, 3B, 4, column 4 lines 51- 
65, column 6 lines 34-49); and in responsive to receipt by said external data interface of 



Application/Control Number: 09/750, 1 42 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2151 

media files, to compare each of the received media files received from the external data 
interface with the aiteria' from the integrated circuit card (Figure 3B, column 8 line 64- 
column 9 line 10, column 9 lines 36-51, column 12 lines 50-65), and the controller 
control is further adapted to store in said system database the received media files 
received by said external data interface which meet criteria on an integrated circuit card 
held in said integrated circuit card interface (Figure SB, column 8 line 64-column 9 line 
10, column 9 lines 36-51, column 12 lines 50-65); and wherein the plurality of media 
files stored by the system database are not stored in the integrated circuit card (Figures 
2, 38, 4, column 5 lines 35-40, column 7 lines 23-41 ). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the delivery system of Reisman with the teachings of 
Nobakht to include the IC card feature in order to offer user greater flexibility because IC 
cards would have the function for preventing unauthorized reading from and/or writing to 
system database (Nobakht, Figure 38, column 6 lines 42-49) since online services are 
oriented to extended online sessions which require complex user interaction (Reisman, 
column 2 lines 24-30). 

On ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Reisman, and Nobakht in order to provide a system to prevent unauthorized reading 
from and/or writing to system database (Nobakht, Figure 38, column 6 lines 42-49) 
since online services are oriented to extended online sessions which require complex 
user interaction (Reisman, column 2 lines 24-30). 

Reisman in view of Nobakht does not explicitly teach a service point device. 
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Prior art as admitted by the applicant on pages 1-4, teaches the use of a kiosk, 
which is interpreted as the service point device. 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teachings of Reisman in view of Nobakht to explicitly use a 
service point device as admitted by the applicant as prior art in order to download 
various multimedia without the use of a sales representative(applicant specification, 
pagel). 

One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Reisman, Nobakht, and the explicit use of a service point device in order to provide a 
system to download various multimedia without the use of a sales representative 
(applicant specification, page 1 ), 

As per claim 2, Nobakht disclosed a media content delivery system wherein said 
user input device comprises a keyboard (Figure 4). Motivation to combine set forth in 
claim 1. 

Application/Control Number: 09/750,142 Page 5 Art Unit: 2144 

As per claim 3, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system wherein said 
user input device comprises a mouse (column 22 lines 43-51). 

As per claim 4, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system wherein said 
user input device comprises an electronic interface (Figure 12). 

As per claim 5, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system wherein said 
output device comprises a video output device (Figure 12, column 57 lines 47-65). 
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As per claim 6, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system wherein said 
output device comprises an audio output device (Figure 12, column 57 lines 47-65). . 

As per claim 7, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system wherein said 
output device comprises an electronic interface (Figure 12, column 57 lines 47-65). 

As per claim 8, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system wherein said 
external data interface comprises a wire connection (Figure 12, column 30 lines 1-4). 

As per claim 9, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system further 
comprising a server connected to said wire connection (Figure 12, column 30 lines 1-4). 

As per claim 10, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system further 
comprising a computer connected to said server (Figure 12). 

As per claim 1 1 , Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system wherein 
said external data interi'ace comprises a wireless connection (column 5 lines 39-47, 
column 30 lines 1-4). 

As per claim 12, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system further 
comprising a server connected to said wireless connection (column 5 lines 39-47, 
column 30 lines 1-4), 

As per claim 13, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system further 
comprising a computer connected to said server (Figure 12, column 5 lines 39-47). 

As per claim 14, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system wherein 
said external data interface comprises a compact disc raid only memory drive (Figure 
12, column 57 lines 47-65). 
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As per claim 15, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system wherein 
said external data interface comprises a digital video disc drive (Figure 12, column 57 
lines 47-65). 

As per claim 16, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system wherein 
said external data interface comprises a computer disk drive (Figure 12, column 57 lines 
47-65). 

As per claim 17, Reisman and Nobakht combined disclose a media content 
delivery system, wherein said integrated circuit card interface is adapted to hold an 
integrated circuit card having encoded thereon criteria identifying an e-mail address, 
and said external data interface is adapted to receive email for the identified e-mail 
address (Reisman, column 55 lines 53-53; Nobakht, Figure 3B, column 6 lines 13-14, 
column 8 line 64-column 9 line 10). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1 . 

As per claim 18, Nobakht disclosed a media content delivery system further 
comprising an integrated circuit card having encoded thereon criteria for accepting 
media files for storage in said database (Figure 3B, column 8 line 64-column 9 line 10). 
Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1 . 

As per claim 19, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system wherein the 
criteria are encrypted (column 8 lines 24-38). 

As per claim 20, Reisman and Nobakht combined disclose a media content 
delivery system wherein the criteria include an e-mail address (Reisman, column 55 
lines 53-53; Nobakht, Figure 3B, column 6 lines 13-14, column 8 line 64-column 9 line 
10). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1 . 
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As per claim 21, Reisman and Nobakht combined disclose a media content 
delivery system further comprising a kiosk housing, said database, said user input 
device, said output device, said integrated circuit card interface, said external data 
interface, and said controller (Reisman, Figure 12, column 30 lines 1-4; Nobakht, Figure 
4). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1. 

As per claim 23, Nobakht disclosed a process wherein step (b) comprises 
connecting the media content delivery system to an external data source, and receiving 
the at least one media file from the external data source.(Figure 4). Motivation to 
combine set forth in claim 1 . 

As per claim 24, Reisman disclosed a process wherein step (b) comprises 
connecting the media content delivery system to the external data source by a wire 
connection (Figure 12, column 30 lines 1-4). 

As per claim 25, Reisman disclosed a process as claimed in claim 23, wherein 
step (b) comprises connecting the media content delivery system to the external data 
source by a wireless connection (Figure 12, column 30 lines 1-4). 

As per claim 26, Reisman disclosed a process wherein step (b) comprises 
connecting the media content delivery system to a server (Figure 12). 

As per claim 27, Reisman disclosed a process wherein step (b) comprises 
connecting the media content delivery system to a computer (Figure 12). 

As per claims 28-34, Reisman and Nobakht combined disclose a process 
wherein step (b) comprises receiving an audio file, a video file, a video game, a movie, 
a text file, a newspaper, e-mail file (Reisman, column 20 lines 31-42, column 22 lines 
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18-31, column 55 lines 53-58; Nobakht, Figure 3B, column 6 lines 13-14, column 8 line 
64-column 9 line 10 ). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1. 

As per claim 35, Reisman disclosed a process wherein the media content 
delivery system includes a compact disc read only memory drive, and step (b) 
comprises inserting a compact disc read only memory into the compact disc read only 
memory drive,-and receiving the at least one media file from the compact disc read only 
memory (column 1 lines 34-45, column 41 lines 3-14, column 42 lines 8-17). 

As per claim 36, Reisman disclosed a process wherein the media content 
delivery system includes a digital video disc drive, and step (b) comprises inserting a 
digital video disc into the digital video disc drive, and receiving the at least one media 
file from the digital video disc (column 41 lines 3-14, column 42 lines 8-17). 

As per claim 37, Reisman disclosed a process wherein the media content 
delivery system includes a computer disk drive, and step (b) comprises inserting a 
computer disk into the computer disk drive, and receiving the at least one media file 
from the computer disk (Figure 12, column 41 lines 3-14, column 42 lines 8-17). 

As per claim 38, Reisman disclosed a media content delivery system wherein the 
electronic interface comprises: a mobile wireless device [PDA] using a short-range 
communication link coupling the mobile wireless device to said database (column 1 line 
63-column 2 line 8, column 11 lines 18-31). 

As per claim 39, a mobile wireless device [PDA] using a short-range 
communication link coupling the mobile wireless device to said database (applicant 
admitted prior art, page 1). 
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As per claim 40, Nobakht disclosed a media content delivery system wherein the 
criteria comprise: an identification of at least one type of file which may be accepted for 
storage in said database (Figure 3(B), column 8 line 64-column 9 line 10). Motivation to 
combine set forth in claim 1 . 

As per claims 41-45, the limitations of these claims are similar to the limitations of 
claim 40, and thus are rejected using the same rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-45 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892. 

US 6,575,835 issued to Mishina et al. 
US 5,953,725 issued to Eprahim et al. 
US 5,949,41 1 issued Doerr et al. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Backhean Tiv whose telephone number is (571 )272- 
3941. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 A.M. -12 P.M. and 1 -6 P.M. 
Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571 ) 272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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